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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 10-12 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
unpatentable over Whitman (U.S. Patent No. 5,909,504). 

With respect to claims 10 and 29, Whitman teaches a method (or system) 
for automated testing, comprising: 

receiving an invocation request to invoke a test method for testing an 
electronic system (see col. 129 lines, 5-18); 

evaluating attributes that are associated with the requested test method 
such that the attributes are evaluated before execution of the requested test 
method and that the attributes are evaluated in response to the invocation 
request (see col. 9, lines 29-46 and col. 129, lines 62-67); 

executing the requested test method in response to the evaluating of the 
attributes (see col. 6, lines 2-19); 

evaluating attributes that are associated with the executed test method 
(see col. 3, lines 55-59 and col. 6, lines 50-61); and 
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determining a result value that signals the result of the evaluation of the 
executed test method attributes (see col. 3, lines 55-59 and col. 6, lines 50-61). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Whitman further teaches that, the invocation 
request is received from a test harness (see col. 5, lines 34-39). 

With respect to claim 12, Whitman further teaches that, the result value is 
returned to the test harness (see col. 6, lines 50-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 5-8,19, 20, and 22, 24-27 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whitman (U.S. Patent No. 5,909,504) 
in view of Volkov et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,839,647). 

With respect to claims 1 and 20, Whitman teaches a computer-readable 
medium having computer-executable components (or system), comprising: 
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a test case scenario object that comprises a test method that is arranged 
to test an electronic system (see col. 5, lines 4-17 and col. 129, lines 5-18); 

a test harness that is arranged to invoke the test method by issuing a 
request to invoke the test method (see col. 130, lines 4-20). 

Whitman does not teach: 

a test method executor that is arranged to receive the request and invoke 
the requested test method. 

But Volkov also teaches that, the test harness is executed in harness 
JVM, which is separate from the JVM wherein the test will be executed. 
Generally, the test harness is initiated with a test suite comprising a plurality of 
tests. The actual test files can be stored on a storage device local to the 
computer system executing the actual tests (see Volkov; col. 5 line 66 to col. 6 
line 6). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Whitman to include the virtual machine 
agent as taught by Volkov, because the virtual machine agent of Volkov includes 
the JVM capable to invoke the test, to receive the test and to execute the test, as 
desired. 

Whitman further teaches; evaluating attributes that are associated with the 
requested test method before execution of the requested test method, to execute 
the requested test method (see Whitman; col. 3, lines 26-30 and col. 9, lines 29- 
46), to evaluate attributes of the executed test method, and to return a result to 
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the test harness that signals the result of the evaluation of the executed test 
method attributes (see col. 6, lines 42-61). 

With respect to claims 3, 19 and 22, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the result signals whether the execution of the requested test method is one 
of a success, failure, and skipped status (see col. 6, lines 8-19). 

With respect to claims 5 and 24, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the test case scenario object is arranged to request a test service by 
querying a test services provider object (see col. 5, lines 50-67). 

With respect to claims 6 and 25, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the attributes that are associated with the requested test method are 
presented to the test method executor as an ordered list (see col. 9, lines 36-41). 

With respect to claims 7 and 26, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the test method executor evaluates the attributes that are associated with 
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the requested test method according to the order of the ordered list (see' col. 3, 
lines 7-21). 

With respect to claims 8 and 27, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the test method executor is further configured to generate a parameter list in 
response to the before execution evaluation of the attributes that are associated 
with the requested test method (see col. 6, lines 26-41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Whitman (U.S. Patent No. 5,909,504) in view of Giel et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0169734). 

With respect to claim 13, Whitman teaches all the features of the claimed 
invention, except that Whitman does not teach gathering data about the 
requested test method for the test harness. 
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But Giel et al. (hereafter Giel) teaches in collectors-gathering configuration 
information that, the collectors are created and used to gather configuration 
information and feed that information into a tracker database (see Giel; page 7 
paragraphs [01 13]-[01 14]). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Whitman to include collectors-gathering 
configuration information as taught by Giel, because collectors-gathering 
configuration information of Giel allows to gather configuration information and 
feed that information into a tracker database, as desired. 

With respect to claims 14 and 15 Whitman in combination with Giel 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches 
that, the test case scenario object is arranged to request a test service by 
querying a test services provider object (see col. 5, lines 50-67). 

With respect to claim 16, Whitman in combination with Giel teaches all the 
features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches comprising 
determining the order in which the test method is executed (see col. 5, lines 40- 
49). 
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With respect to claim 17, Whitman in combination with Giel teaches all the 
features of the claimed invention, and Whitman further teaches, the order is 
determined by the test case scenario object (see col. 5, lines 50-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4 and 23, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Whitman (U.S. Patent No. 5,909,504) in view of Volkov et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,839,647) and Giel et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2002/0169734). 

With respect to claims 4 and 23, Whitman in combination with Volkov 
teaches all the features of the claimed invention, except that Whitman in 
combination with Volkov do not teach that, the test method executor is further 
arranged to gather data about the requested test method for the test harness. 

But Giel et al. (hereafter Giel) teaches in collectors-gathering configuration 
information that, the collectors are created and used to gather configuration 
information and feed that information into a tracker database (see Giel; page 7 
paragraphs [01 13]-[01 14]). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the combination Whitman with Volkov to 
include collectors-gathering configuration information as taught by Giel, because 
collectors-gathering configuration information of Giel allows to gather 
configuration information and feed that information into a tracker database, as 
desired. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 2, 9, 18, 21 and 28, are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: 

Claims 2 and 21 , would be allowable over the prior art for at least the 
reason that the prior art fail to teach or suggest: 

wherein the test method executor comprises a state engine that is 
arranged to process data that is presented by the attributes that are associated 
with the requested test method. 

Claims 9, 1 8 and 28, would be allowable over the prior art for at least the 
reason that the prior art fail to teach or suggest: 

comprising returning a result to the test harness that signals a status that 
results when an exception is thrown. 
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Conclusion 
Prior Art 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

McGeeret al. [U.S. Patent No. 6,244,121] describes a test harnesses for 
integrated circuits. 

Brayton et al. [U.S. Patent No. 6,823,280] describes a test system using 
wiring harnesses. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Felix Suarez, whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-2223. The examiner can normally be reached on 
weekdays from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc Hoff can be reached on (571) 272-2216. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 for regular communications and for After Final communications. 
September 27, 2005 
F.S. 
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